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Abstract

We analyse the radiative decay— 7« n~ 7"~ in the low—energy expansion of the Stan-
dard Model. We employ the notion of “generalized bremséiradi’ to take full advan-
tage of the theoretical and experimental information oncibreesponding non-radiative
n — 3m decay. The direct emission amplitude®fp?) is due to one-loop diagrams with
intermediate pions (isospin violating) and kaons (isogjmnserving). The isospin con-
serving contributions to direct emission, including veatteson exchange appearing at
O(p®), are suppressed.
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1. The decays) — 3r are forbidden in the limit of isospin conservation. Negiegt
the small electromagnetic correctionf [ 1], the amplitualesproportional to the isospin
breaking mass difference, — m,. The leading-order amplitude in the low-energy ex-
pansion ofO(p?) [ B is known to receive large higher-order corrections hoattO (p*) [

B] and beyond [}4]]5].

The radiative decay — =+7~ 7’y is in principle an interesting channel. At lowest
orderp?, the amplitude is pure bremsstrahlung. At next-to-leadirder an additional
contribution appears (direct emission) that is non-vangleven in the isospin limit.
Therefore, the direct emission amplitude carries in pplechew information that is not
accessible imj — 37 decays. The notion of a direct emission amplitude is not waiq
except that it starts & (k) wherek is the photon momentum. For instance, the so-called
quadratic slope parameters of the non-radiative amplitwiéing atO(p*) also generate
a radiative amplitude of)(k) that one may combine with the bremsstrahlung amplitude
because it is also completely fixed by the non-radiative ggsc\We have recently shown
[ B] that one can define a generalized bremsstrahlung (GB)itatig for a generic radia-
tive four-meson process that includes the effects of aliliterms ofO(p*) contributing
to the non-radiative transition.

The main advantages of the GB amplitude are:

e Since all local contributions to the non-radiative amplwfO(p*) are included,
the uncertainties in the corresponding low-energy cots@mnot propagate to the
direct emission amplitude (defined here as the differented®n the total and the
GB amplitudes).

e Ifthere are substantial higher-order contributions bey©@rp?) in the non-radiative
amplitude they can be included in the GB amplitude by usimgetkperimentally
measured non-radiative amplitude. Fors 7=*7~ 7%, this is especially welcome
because the unitarity correction§|[[4, 5] modify both ratd alope parameters of
n — 3w substantially. Using the experimental values in the GB @nomié allows
for a much more accurate determination of the total ampitud

The purpose of this letter is to calculate both GB and direussion amplitudes for
n — mtr~ 7’y along the same lines as f&r — 37 [[]]. We comment on the differences
between the GB and the usual bremsstrahlung amplitudes andissuss the relative
importance of the main contributions to direct emissioranplioops (isospin violating),
kaon loops and vector meson exchange (both isospin conggriihe suppression of the
iIsospin conserving component of direct emission is explain



The channel under consideration has already been studikd framework of chiral
perturbation theory by Bramon et al[][ 8] where also refeesnio the earlier literature
can be found. We will discuss the differences to Ré€f. [ 8] agwalong.

The upper limitB(n — 77~ %) < 6 x 10~* quoted by the Particle Data Grouf [ 9]
refers to direct emission onlyT]L0]. The experimental sitrawill improve considerably
in the near future. For instance, the KLOE experiment at tlesdati®-factory [[1]]
should collect more thah)® » per year.

2. To evaluate the bremsstrahlung contributiomtes> =7~ 7’y we need to know the
amplitude forn(p,) — 7" (p+)7 (p—)7°(po) . Neglecting electromagnetic corrections [
], the amplitude can be written in the forri[ 3]

B(mu — md) — So

3V/3E2

whereB is a parameter of the lowest-order chiral Lagrangian| [ 1@&teel to the quark
condensate anél, = 92.4 MeV is the pion decay constant. The kinematical variables
s, s+, 8o are defined as

(1+3 i

Al 52) = Mo AE
n ™

) (1 +6(s,5+)) (1)

1
s==p),  se=-pe), so=z(stsits). )

The functiond(s, s+) vanishes to lowest order’. At O(p*) it receives both loop and
counterterm contributiond] 3]. Higher-order effects doe+ rescattering are important
and have been included iifs, s.) by way of dispersion relationd]J f} 5]. These higher-
order corrections increase the rate(fp*) by some 25: 30 % and must be included for
a reliable estimate of the bremsstrahlung amplitude.

Experimental results are conventionally expressed ingerithe Dalitz variables, y
defined as

_ V3(s- = sy) _ 3
= Toang y—m[(Mn—Mwo)Q—s]—la 3)
Q =M, — 2M,+ — My .

Up to a normalization constant, the experimental Dalitz plistribution is fitted by a
function of the form [P[T3]

Az, y)? = A0,0)*(1 + ay + by + cx?) (4)

where A(z,y) corresponds to the decay amplitufe (1). Charge conjugati@riance
forbids a term linear irx.



a b c
Experiment B,E3 | —1.22+0.07]0.22+0.11| —
Gasser and Leutwyler  O(p?) B —1.33 0.42 0.08
Kambor et al. (solution a) 4] —1.16 0.24 0.09
Kambor et al. (solution b) J4) —1.16 0.26 0.10

Table 1. Experimental and theoretical values of the lineal gquadratic slopes of —
ntr~ 70 defined in Eq.[(4).

The present experimental and theoretical status of theneas in[[4) is summarized
in Table[1. We do not need a value fdf0, 0) since we always normalize our results to
the non-radiative decay. In this way, errors are substntieduced. From Tablf 1, the
importance of higher-order corrections is evident alsatlier slope parameters. For the
numerical calculation, we will use the experimental valoks, b. Experiments have not
been sensitive enough to extract the parametehnich is however relatively stable with
respect to chiral corrections (we will take= 0.10 for the numerics).

The kinematics of the decay(p,) — 7" (p+)m (p—)7°(po)y(k) is specified by
adding the variables

ti=k-p; (t=mn,+,—,0) (5)
with
ty=t, +t_+tgy.

Any three of the,; together withe andy in (@) form a set of independent variables.
With CP conserved, there is only an electric transition g that we write as

A(n — mta7%) = ee”(k)E, (6)

with
k'E, =0.

Low’s theorem [I}4] relates the radiative amplitude to theesponding non-radiative

amplitude and their first derivatives with respect to theit2alariables up ta) (k). For

a general four-body amplitudé(s, ¢) with Mandelstam variables, ¢, both M and

ds
0A(s,t . . . , ,
(5,1) contribute to the Low amplitude. Since there are two nepaicles in our pro-

cess we can choose variables and assign particle labeldhatabnly one of the deriva-
tives enters. Wittp; = —p,,, p» = po, p3 = p— andp, = p, in the notation of Ref. []6],




Low’s theorem reads

n n
Eﬁow = A('T7y) (Zi - &>

Bt 7)
V3 [, 0A(w,y)
- M,Q Po + Py — t—_(to +ty) T or + O(k)
where
V3
xr = MnQ [pn (p+ p_) + t_ + to]
_ 3 2 2
y = m[(Mn—Mm —(py +p-+ k) -1 (8)
from now on.

To lowest ordep?, the radiative amplitude is completely given by the Low aitople
[@). In fact, since there is no-dependence in the — 37 amplitude ofO(p?) in (@), only
the non-derivative part if{7) contributes. Starting@dp*), anz-dependence is generated
that produces the quadratic slope term in (@).

However, one can do better than that. In order to accountlféhe local parts of
O(p*) in the non-radiative amplitude that contribute also to thdiative amplitude, a so-
called generalized bremsstrahlung amplitude can be intedi[[$]. One major advantage
of using the GB amplitude is that the remaining direct emissmplitudeE" — Efj
can only receive contributions from local terms @fp?) that do not contribute to the
non-radiative amplitude. Faj — 7"7 7%y, only the low-energy constarit, [ [2]
could therefore appear in the direct emission amplitudewéder, the corresponding
counterterm does not contributerje— =+ 7~ 7"y even form, # mgy. Thus, the one-loop
contribution to direct emission is necessarily finite.

The general formula for the GB amplitude of Ref] [ 6] simpkfia the present case
to

p D=
Eep = A(x,y)(t—+ - t_)
Vi [ 1 0A(z, y)
- K p_ P= )
M,Q lpo toy ot t”)] o
k = 0? Az,
T g {(to 1) lpff + P = (o + m] — (t-ply — mﬁ)} %
Yi —
35 PP A(r.y)
B W (tnpg - topﬁ) “ozdy +O(k) .
()
If one uses the experimental amplitude as given by the Dgallitizdistribution [#) the

Az, y)

last term in [[P) involving D will in fact not contribute. As already announced,
0y



| B, (MeV) [ Tee(n = 7tr 7%9)/T(n = 7tr 1) |
10-30 (2.30 4 0.04) x 1073
30-50 (5.99 4 0.10) x 10~*
50-70 (1.8540.04) x 10~*
70-90 (LA7£0.11) x 107
=~ 90 (5.00 £ 0.14) x 10°°

Table 2: Rates foF'(n — n 7 7%y) with the GB amplitude[{9) for different bins in the
photon energyz.,, normalized td'(n — 7 7~ 7).

we use for the slope parameters the experimental vallip$ §]% &= —1.22 & 0.07,

b = 0.22 & 0.11 and the theoretical predictiol] 4] = 0.10. The results for the rate
normalized td'(n — 77~ 7") are given in Tablg] 2 for five bins in the photon enefgy
(in then rest frame).

The relative branching ratios fdr, > 10 and 50 MeV, respectively are

B(n — ntr 7%y E, > 10 MeV)gg = (3.14£0.05) x 107*B(n — 77 7°)
B(n — mtr 7%y E, > 50 MeV)gp = (2.35+0.05) x 107*B(n — 77 7°) .
(10)
The errors given in botH (IL0) and Taljle 2 are due to the exgertiah errors of the slope
parameters, b. These errors would of course be much larger if we would natatize
tol'(n — ntn—nY).

We can now make a first comparison with the work of Ré¢f. [ 8].rBoa et al. con-
structed a simple approximation to the Low amplitude (7)eyfdropped the derivative
term in (T) and took instead the amplitudéz, y) of O(p?) [ B] at the center of the Dalitz
plot. In fact, they did not exactly use the amplitude of Rd}] put increased the coun-
terterm amplitude to account for the discrepancy betweeregperimental rate and the
predicted rate of(p*). With these assumptions, they obtaff [ 8]

B(n — mt77%; E, > 10 MeV)premsstrablung = 2.81 X 1073B(n — 77 70)
B(n = 7tr7%; E, > 50 MeV)promsstrablung = 1.85 X 107*B(n — at770)
(11)

In spite of the rather drastic approximations made, thislipten is quite close to our
result (ID) that is based on the GB amplitude (9) and on exyesarial input for the slope
parameters. Of course, it is difficult to assign an error ® phediction of Bramon et
al. With the errors given i (10) due to the experimental israf the slope parameters,
our prediction forB(n — w7~ 7%; E, > 10 MeV) is more than 6 standard deviations
bigger than that of Ref.[] 8]. The discrepancy increasesadr values of the cut in the



| E, (MeV) | (Pgg — I'tow)/Tas |

10-30 2.0 x 1073
30-50 8.7x 1073
50-70 1.9 x 1072
70-90 3.3 x 1072
> 90 4.9 x 1072

Table 3: Relative differences in the rates between GB and IListed are the quantities

ESYQ) (2)
/ dlcp — dFLOW dFGB dE for different bins in the photon energy.
e\ dE, E(l)

photon energy.

Before attributing any significance to the predictiong (1@ will of course have to
investigate the direct emission amplitude. Before doingrscompare the rates for the
GB amplitude [[P) with the ones for the Low amplitufle (7) in #aene photon energy bins
as before. The results displayed in Taljle 3 show that therdifices are rather small in
all energy bins. This is due to the fact thigf; — EY', is only sensitive to the quadratic
slope parameterin (@), numerically the smallest of the three parametersiektbeless,
the difference between GB and Low is still bigger than the-lmog contribution to the

direct emission amplitude to which we now turn.

3. The full radiative amplitude is the sum of the GB amplitufded@d of a direct emis-
sion amplitudelf:
E* = Elp + Eby . (12)

In this paragraph we calculate the direct emission amg@itfd (p?). As shown in Ref. [
Bl, EX has the following general structure at this order:

EI%E = Egountcrterm + Z (AM + HM) . (13)
loops

As already mentioned, there is no counterterm contributtodirect emission for, —
rtx~7%. The (finite) loop contribution is exclusively due to diagrsof the topology
shown in Fig.[JL where a photon should be appended to all ctidirges and all vertices
with at least two charged fields.

The loop amplitude consists of a sum of two gauge invarianispdor each loop
diagram)A* and H". Referring to Ref. [[6] for details, we recall that battt and H*
depend only on the on-shell couplings of the vertiggd/ in Fig.[l. Those vertices have



Pa Pc

Po Pd
y

Figure 1: One-loop diagram for the general four—-meson itians For the radiative
amplitude, the photon must be appended to every chargeditiae@nd to every vertex
with at least two charged fields. The vertidgs 1, are defined in Eq[(14).

the general form in momentum space

Vi = ao+ aipa-py + aspa-v

+ag(x® — M2) + as(y® — M) + as(p2 — M2) + as(p; — My)
Vo = by + bipe-pa + bape-x

+bs(2? — M2) + ba(y? — Myz) + bs(p2 — MZ2) + bs(p; — M) .

(14)

The relevant on-shell coefficients for the various diagramescollected in Tablf 4. We
have included the diagrams with two neutral intermediatéigl@s for completeness al-
though they do not contribute to eith&r* or H# here. In generall{* is always zero in
this case buf\* may be non-zero depending on the assignment of particlésliibe

Then — 37 couplings vanish form, = mg4. In contrast to Ref. []8], we keep
the pion-loop contributions since they turn out to be muajgbr than the kaon loops
which we calculate in the isospin limit. The main contrilutiof direct emission arises in
the interference with the GB amplitudé (9). The correspogdiontributions to the rate,
separately for pions and kaons, are shown in Tgpble 5.

The amplitude of2(p*) is completely dominated by the pion loops. We will explain
the suppression of kaon loops after the discussion of vesemon exchange. Neverthe-
less, the residual pion-loop contribution in the direct €@n amplitude is quite small
for almost all photon energies. Integrating the differaintate over the photon energy for
E, > 10 MeV produces a correction to the branching ratio that is Enéan the error
given in (10) for the GB contribution only. It is even smaltkan the difference between
the rates for GB and Low amplitudes (cf. Table 3). The retasize of the loop amplitude
increases WitkE;Ilin at the expense of decreasing rates.

For the loop contributions to direct emission we only agréa ®ef. [B] to the extent

In fact, the loop contribution té\* with two 7% in the loop was missed in the calculation&f, —
atn—n0 [El]. The change in the rate is numerically insignificant.



Table 4: On-shell coefficients of the vertices V, defined in [(I4) for the various loop
diagrams of Fig. 1 in units of/ F2 and withM? = (mg — m.,)B/(V3(M3 — M32)).

1(=pp) = Ta(Pa)
— Te(Pe)Ta(Pa) o ay o bo b by
n—n’ + L L
mtn” = rtne | —MP(BM] — M2)/3| —2M} | 0 2M? 2 -2
n—n’ + L
0% — 7wt~ —MP (M — M2) 0 0 M? 2 0
n—nt+ o o
01~ — 707~ AMEM?/3 2M? | 2M? M? 0 —2
n—n + L L L
mo0rt — 7Ot AMEM?/3 2ME | 2M? M? 0 —2
n— w0+
KKt = 7ntn™ M?/(2V/3) V3/2 | 0 0 0 1
n— w0+
KK — gtm™ —M?2/(2V/3) —V/3/2| 0 0 0 1
n—nt+
KK~ — 7%~ M?2/\/6 3 0 || =M2/V/2 | -1/vV2 V2
n—mn +
KK+ — 70nt M?2/\/6 3 0 || =M2/V/2 | -1/v2 V2

that they are small. Bramon et al. did not include the dontips&mn loops and they did
not calculate the interference with the bremsstrahlungliauae. Taking the kaon-loop
amplitude by itself leads of course to a tiny rate that is clet@ly negligible [[B] in
comparison with the interference between the GB and the-lpiom amplitudes.

4. Since there is no counterterm contribution to direct eroissitO(p*) resonance ex-
change can only enter é(p°). Starting from the list of0(p*) vector and axial-vector
couplings given in [ 15], we have scanned all possible catitras of the resonance fields.
In the isospin limit (»,, = my), the only surviving; — =7~y amplitude of this type
is generated through the product of the following vectorrafmes:

EV = hV g,uupcr <v,u {uy ) —lp—g }> + ZGV 5,uzzp0 <Vﬂ ul/ up U0> ) (15)

where we have adopted the notation ¢f] 16] for the couplingstants. For the other
combinations of resonance terms, either #i&(2)-singlet nature of the field or the



| E, (MeV) | (Tgeipe —Tae)/Tas  (pions)| (Taeipe — T'ee)/Tee  (kaons)]

10-30 —1.4x107* 0.7 x 107°
30-50 2.4 x 1074 2.3x107°
50-70 2.6 x 1073 5.7 x 107°
70-90 9.4 x 1073 6.9 x 107°
> 90 3.4 x 1072 5.8 x 107°

Table 5: Relative rate differences for the interferencevbenh GB and the one-loop con-
tributions to direct emission. The notation is analogousable[B.

resulting minimal number of pseudoscalar fields implies @isfang contribution to the
n — ntn~ 7% amplitude.

The couplings inLy can in principle be determined from the phenomenology of
vector meson decays. The decay ratefors 7% [ ] fixes |hy| = 0.037. For the second
coupling#y,, one has to rely on models for the time being. Hidden symmgtegicts
0y = 2hy [ 4], which is compatible with the valug, = 0.050 deduced from the ENJL
model [[I§]. We shall also assume that the figld in (L3) describes a nonet of vector
mesons.

Integrating out the vector mesons in the Lagrangjah (158, astains the following
effective Lagrangian of(p°) for the direct emission in — 77~ 7%:

64ihV9VF“”0pn _ — —
LS = NI (0,70, 07) + B (D, T Dy — Dm0, 7T
Vin
(16)
This Lagrangian gives rise to the decay amplitude
64hy 6y
I _ M H H
Epgvmp = 3\/—37]\% [Py - Pog— + Py - D490 + Py - P90 ] @n

g5 = taplf — tplf
which differs from formula (19) in []8].

For hyy = 0.037 and0.050 < 6y < 0.075, we find that this amplitude provides a
contribution to direct emission that is smaller than thendimop amplitude, especially
for large photon energies. Actually each of the three sépajauge-invariant terms in
(L7) generates a contribution which is of the same order @n éarger than the one from
the pion loops. However, there is a strong destructivefietence among the three terms
which leads to the small results reported in Tdble 6. In timees@dable we also show the
total direct emission, obtained by summing loop and vectesan contributions.
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| E, (MeV) | (Tgpspe —Tae)/Tae (VMD) | (Dgpipe — 'ae)/Tae  (total) |
10-30 0.6 x 10°* —0.7 x 107*
30-50 32x107* 5.8 x 10~*
50-70 73x 1074 3.4 x 1073
70-90 1.1 x 1073 1.0 x 1072
> 90 1.0 x 1073 3.5 x 1072

Table 6: Relative rate differences for the interferencevben GB and direct emission:
VMD (for hy 6y = 2.8 x 1073) and total direct emission. The notation is analogous to
Table[B.

5. Itis remarkable that the isospin conserving part of dir@cission (both kaon loops
and vector meson exchange) is smaller than the isospintvigleomponent due to pion
loops. In order to understand this suppression, we writelétay amplitude in the form

E# = A+—(p+7p—7p07 k)gi— + A—O(p+7p—7p07 k)gl—LO + A0+(p+7p—7p07 k)gg—i- . (18)

Since only two of they;; are linearly independent this decomposition is of course no
unique but it will be useful in the limitn,, = my.

The first observation is that the amplitud¢ vanishes when the three pion momenta
are equal. In the rest frame, this configuration corresponds to maximal phetzergy.
Therefore, gauge invariance alone implies that the comp@letplitude and in particular
the direct emission part is small in a region where directssioin has any chance at all
against (generalized) bremsstrahlung.

Let us now consider the isospin limit, = my where only (part of) the direct emis-
sion amplitude survives. In this case, isospin violation oaly come from the electro-
magnetic field which is the sum df = 0 and1 spurions. Sinc& = —1 for nr 7= 7°
only theG = —1, I = 0 part of the photon contributes. Therefore, the three pionstm
be in an isosinglet combination and any two pions are ih anl state. This implies that
the amplitude[(18) can be written in terms of a single invarfanction A, _ with

A—O(p-l-ap—vp()vk) = A+—(p—7p07p+7k)
Aot (10— 0, k) = Ar_(po,ps,p—, k)
A+—(p—7p+7p07k) = A+—(p+7p—7p07k) . (19)

Both theV —exchange amplitudé¢ {[L7) and the kaon-loop amplitude gatigfse condi-
tions.

11



Expressing, e.gg”, in terms ofg’; _, g, the amplitude[(J8) can be written as
w to p
E |mu:md = A+—(p+7p—7p07 k) - t_A-i-—(pO?p—?p-i-? k) 94—
+

t
+ lA+—(po,p+,p_, k) — t—A+—(po,p_,p+, /f)] 7 (20)
+

in the limit m,, = my. Therefore, the amplitude is doubly suppressed for largeqoh
energies: both thej; and the two invariant amplitudes i {20) vanish in the syniuet
configuration withp, = p_ = po. In general, this is not the case for the explicitly isospin
violating contributions proportional ta, — m, as can be seen from Eqf. (7], (9).

The suppression of kaon-loop and vector meson exchangatadgd is therefore
a general feature of the amplitude in the limit, = m,, independently of the chiral
order. The direct emission amplitude is strongly domindtgthe pion loops. Since this
residual pion-loop contribution is itself small comparedhie dominant GB amplitude,
the theoretical uncertainty of the total direct emissiomphimde is also small and certainly
negligible in comparison with the present experimentalmsrentering the GB amplitude.

6. Our main results can be summarized as follows:

I. The concept of generalized bremsstrahlung is very effidie avoiding the propa-
gation of uncertainties in the non-radiative decays to trectlemission amplitudes.
In the case at hand, we have shown that the numerically irapbiihal state inter-
actions inp — 77~ 7" [ @, B] are easily incorporated in the GB amplitude. This
allows for a very precise prediction of the radiative decatg mormalized to the
non-radiative transition:

B(n — nta~a%y; B, > 10 MeV) = (3.1440.05) x 107°B(n — 777~ 7%) . (21)

ii. The 77 loops dominate the direct emission amplitude even thougy &lne isospin
suppressed. Nevertheless, the one-loop amplitude igyitdglcompared to GB for
most of the photon energy range.

iii. Isospin conserving contributions to direct emissiarcls as kaon loops or vector
meson exchange are suppressed, especially for large pliogogies. Since this is
a general feature to all orders in the chiral expansion weebipto be very difficult
if not impossible to observe any direct emission effect ins 7+ 7~ 7%y even with
the anticipated yield of 0° n per year [I]L].
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